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holidays and committed to sessions on charges under sections 307, 326
I.P.G. . . . Secondly, you have been undoubtedly misinformed as to the
alleged cruel forcible dispersal of a public meeting. The facts are as
follows:
1.    Volunteer processions had become an extreme nuisance in Dehra
Dun and their behaviour on several occasions had been highly provocative.
2.    They were prohibited within certain areas by the Superintendent
of Police with the Magistrate's assent, in the interests of non-co-opcrc tors
themselves as the temper of certain members of the public was being sorely
tried.
3.    The local extremist   organ   The  Garhwali had  commented upon
the unwisdom and folly of these demonstrators.
4.    The volunteers decided to defy the  orders of the Superintendent
of Police . . .
5.    The meeting was dispersed with very little force.     No one was
hurt . . . ,
LUCKNOW,                                                                                  Tours faiihfully,
15th February                                                                       J. E. GONDGE
The Publicity Commissioner has certainly "caught" me regard-
ing the shooting incident.1 I should have been more precise and
stated that the shooting was not by a Government servant. I
now see that the mention itself was irrelevant and unjust to the
Government. The shooting in question cannot in any way be as
part of lawless repression, I tender my apology for the error which
I assure the authorities was wholly unintentional.
The other contradiction however does not appeal to me at all.
I deny the necessity in the first instance of the use of force. In
the second instance the force used was out of all proportion to the
requirements if my correspondent's description is to be relied upon.
The public will not trust the interested official denial. I hope that
the mistake about the shooting will [not] be used to discredit or
underrate the account of the forcible dispersal. The mistake about
the shooting was a thoughtless confusion of facts and their conse-
quent misapplication.
III.   A PEEP OF A BOMBAY JAIL
With the compliments of the Director of Information, Bombay.
In the issue of Toung India for January 19 an extract was printed from The
Hindu dealing with the alleged ill treatment of a certain "Rahmat Rasool, a
Punjabi Martial Law prisoner", in the Hyderabad Central Prison.2 Enquiries
1 Only excerpts from his letter reproduced above
2  Vide "Worse than Martial Law", 19-1-1922.